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SUBJECT: | - HAMROCK | Jer es . 


divs | Please vefer, to: your ing formal note, dated ‘ 
27-March “1967, captioned: as“above, in which you propase 
ae, disseminate to the Department . of Jugtice and. Depa Cs 





, 





informa 
Kennedy "a } 


2. As you are aware, at ‘a meet cing on 18 January 

1967 petiBen representatives of your Bureayeand this 
Agency to discuss [Ege handling off SHAMROCK! c“was agreed 
that for the time being there. would be no. dissemination 
to other agencies of int formation from this source with- 
out prior agreement between.. your, Bureau and this Agency, 
and that there will be-no: roti fication of other agencies — | 
abouc gone. existence of © this’ new sourceyat. the present ” & if 








time. we gather that yo e,now prepared to make some Sgebey 
formation to other departments TY 


dissemination of €S: Gsnmocg 
and a cles. We also believe that certain items of[Suam- 
ROCK' syDositive ‘intelligence ‘reporting “could be dissemi-—" 
nated at this” ‘time. However, before either your eau 
Or tris. “Agency . make any ‘dissemination oe [Suaitnock fh for 
mation, we believe that we: ‘should..reach agreement on the 
division. of responsibility. ‘between our offices” for dis- 


semination™ OL the -“Vvarrous: “categories of information; on 





K) 
8) 


y che appropriate” “source ‘descriptions to ‘be used in such — 
. disseminations, . 


and3on" whether.or not. it, might | “bé“neceés- 
PA 
your Bureau 

Or. information 
pertaining to the internal securit Ey Of the United States, 
while:we. would handle’ the’ ‘disseminattor-or fifdrmation 
per staining to this. Agency’ Se counterintelligence respon- 
ang “tol che: . Agency.' s.cown, security, re- 


¢ Spongibi tities ‘ag well: ‘as: positive. intelligence’ reporting 
from the source. Wee) (uye oe 3 


sary at.tnis time to Dries ‘Selected individuals in. tne 
Départment of State. and possibly the Whit te House on the 
nature of the ‘Source. S@ nee OS op ee ee -_ 
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4. As far as source. ‘descriptions are concerned, we 
believe that it is” important:that the source description 
used by both your. Bureau ° andthe :A ney clearly state © 
that the Sieeeee Of. the: atone (rather than 
Simply thgt his ing formation} has not yet been estab- 
lished. Efor ¢ example, | one of. e oon descriptions | 
might be epEPODESSE So 





STI m mini Semmes ene ae agen ee ka sy een 
oe ’ 
= a ae 


ee -€2.. "A confidential: - ebaeae, contact with 0". 
r ' f whom has been insufficient to. establish nee relia- a - 2 
| \\ bility’; Ke | te | | 72 


ww 
Nee pre 






oo "A Soviet] soups. whose reliabilit ty has” 





= ° Sem! WA nes ee eee ee neon 
: . “oN : 


€E. Fsoviet 0: official who is aware that his 
information aS: pote es to the U.S. Government Jk 





-e because muc .,0f the. ‘positive intelligence SMEOR= 2 toes. 2 ool 
mation f SHAMROCK. ich we:would propose to disseminate Bs ¢ lees 
at this time" deals “with United Nations atters, and much | | 
Of it will inevitably. raise questions from consumers, we. 
believe that we will ultimately find it necessary to dis- 
cuss the existence and nature: of “thé” soprpe with passa- 
dor “Goldbérg "a nd (Secretary (opag State’ Ree While we do 
not™see any necessity. EO i: this. at the present time, we > 

do wish to call your atteppion. to the fact, that  Natioesiel 
dissemination off FSHAMROC finformation ES) 
matters will ver! likely” require that t 
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C6; Even subject. to agreement on enaqse tues raised 
Vaglabove, however, we still have serious reservations about 
af” the dissemination of the: information contained in your 
memorandum. This report deals: with a subject which owing 
to exceptional circumstances. makes objective evaluation. 
of the information set- FOP EA. extremely CLLELCULE: Essen~ 
tially, the Feporc- contains ‘two Dasic elements: the 
information aboutthe KGB co: ission established to in- ~e “ 
vestigate the circumstancés. opKPresident Kennedy's death 
and information on Lee. Harvey” swald's re lactonship- witha = os 
the KGB. S far as we know, . there has ‘been no previous oe pie 
reporting on the existence. of ‘Sucg a-commission. Tt is cm. eS 
important to note, howeve shat the allegedf conclusions 
fF this commissiod@-that - xrésident Kennedy was killed by 
a conspiracy of right. wing™ monopolists-~-have long com- 
prised the standard Soviet line on this Subject. To cite 
but two examples, _KHRUSHCHEV.: Look “this tack in an inter- 
view he granted to columnist: Drew Pearson in early 1964), 
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SE eee ee ete ae a So ae 









wee = een ee 


me F tha we Ate 
eee bio 8. 





HW 53244 Docld:32172206 Page 3 


te 





ee : See ire ao 
(see attached column von, ane ‘Washington: Post of 26 June 
1964); a complete ' ‘statement: Of the Soviet line on: Ken- 
nedy's death is tobe. found:in.a-book called “Where do | : F 
the Tracks Lead?" - [Kuda .vedut sledy] by A. IORYSH and | ae 
B. SERGEYEV, which was. submitted for publication on 2 Sep-- = © 
tember 1964. This book. spells out CNe: CHeOry Of a right 
wing conspiracy in great. detail. fit as Anteresting 1 
this connection ‘that’ ‘the surname of one of. the two authors, 
SERGEYEV, is identical with | the alias used by SITNIKOV. 
in his contacts with both. Pierre Salinger and Donald 
Brennan. In any event, “aside. from the existence of a 
KGB commission to consider the. problem, none of ee canhiane! 
IMCS: OF? the commissionijNag reported by SHAMROCK ee 
either new or: significant OR) 





ae rurther nl 6 ‘this. Peceed:, / we. note ‘that the ews 
tification of SITNIKOV as“being chief of a sector, Infor-. | r 
mation Section, International Department, Central Committee ie. | 
of the CPSU is misleading in’ that, "according co[SHamROCK | | ! 
at the time that SITNIKOV. was. studying the assassination 
of President Kennedy | he was. Still Déevuty.Chier of the In- 
formation Service, First - Chief Direcvoracc, KGS. 2(oee: 
transcript of Meeting #17, page 12, in which SHAMROCK] ] 
ates SITNIKOV's transfer: to. che CC in 1965, when SKRYABIN 
.retired and VIDYASOV became “chief,of the Information | 
Service.) Furthermore, Pravnoce ber ibed to KULEBYAKIN, 3 | 
who was then Chief of thé American Department of the FCD, _ oe 
the chief responsibility for weighing the evidence that ok 
had been gathered by KGB sources on the President's ee ee ee 
death. (See (eranscript of Meeting #4, page 18. )KRWe sug- : 
gest, therefote, that the report be made consistent by 
either including KULEBYAKIN! gs name or deleting SITNIKOV's; |. 
or at least the SITNIKOV Rg “clearly identified as still 
within the KGB at .the time } | | aS 
| 7 a. Ctn connection ee Ge Soviet assessment of | a: 
icand ceak Kennedy containeg'on page 2 of your memorandum, . of 
‘we also note ithat (SHamRockPtontinued | his discussion of : nn, 
this topic by providing the current Soviet assessment of : 
President Johnson. (See, (Ezanscript of Meeting #4, page 20.) > 
While it is true that this assessment of President John- : Be 
son was in answer ta, direct. question oy one Of the an— 227) ~ x 
terviewing officers PPAnd that the sourcé's information on ‘5: : 
this is not direct y relevant. £0 the assassination of = | . 
President Kennedy, we_nonetheless believe that the juxta- ee 
position of £ [SHAMROCK 's] remarks: on the cwo- Presidents a . 


te ’ et ees 
" oF ‘ « et 
: oe : a5, Gy ce de ‘ 
7 4 ether ca i ‘ 
ot i yg awe 
pond 2 sth og or 
i on “ 1 
te ye one ®. 1 ‘ 
e CoP eee Oe ae 
a Foe 5 
4 Fi ’ 
' 
A 
1 
3 "n 5 u 
? 


Cede ee ea 
Ents _ on M4 


- . ee ree ee 














” 
i 


ie ere he Re oe 
. 





HW 53244 Docld:32172206 Page 4 
















cc — a= * 
significant and woulkt'pe : adie to consumers in 
evaluating the report, peGnuee SE the Similarity Of these Bo 
remarks to those made by. ther Soviet officials around 
the world in pursuance’ ofwhat. appears to be a semi-~ ee 
cial "line." (A good_ example 2 this is to be found ins 
SITNIKOV's meetings, with Pierre eee in Moscow in TS) 
“Sie Seg OF 1965.4) en - 
9. Finally, it is ‘the. part of the report that deals 
with Lee Harvey Oswald! S- cee 10ons with the KGB--or 
rather the lack of such: a.relationship~-that raises seri- 
ous problems. As you are. aware, much the same story about:” 
. Oswald, although: in considex rably greater detail ana 
eGged ly based on first-hand. knowledge, has been related 
by NOSENKO. ‘This Agency firmly believes that NOSENKO did 
not in fact have first-hand:knowledge of the relations 
between the KGB and OSWALD, :and chat NOSENKO's story on , 
OSWALD is a KGB-prepareg message. Similarly, this Agency 
believes -that JSHAMROCK! ‘S) statements on OSWALD cannot auto- : 
Matically be accepted.as accurate or valid, and that. the ~ 
Sack Nacure vOL the ‘KGB | relationship with OSWALD has not 
. yet been established. ore : * 7 
| 
. | i | 
Attachment NG | 
| As Stated Above. nae | 
ce : 
eke | 
; oh . I 
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